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April 21, 2021

Mr. George F. Beattie
239 Broadacre
Clawson, MI 48017

FINAL DECISION OF THE CONSTRUCTION CODE COMMISSION

On April 14, 2020, the Construction Code Commission was presented with Mr. George F. Beattie’s
appeal of the denial of his application for registration as a mechanical inspector and plan reviewer.
The Commission acknowledged receipt of the appeal on April 14, 2021, reviewed the material
provided, and considered the matter at a public meeting on that date. Mr. Beattie attending the
meeting and spoke in support of his appeal. This decision is issued pursuant to Section 1021(3)
of 2016 PA 407, MCL 339.6021(3).

Following discussion, a motion was made, supported, and passed to deny Mr. Beattie’s appeal
because he does not meet the licensure qualifications for registration as a mechanical inspector or
plan reviewer under Administrative Rules 408.30043 and 408.30049(6).

THEREFORE, it is the final decision of the Construction Code Commission to deny Mr. Beattie’s
appeal due to not meeting the licensure requirements for registration as a mechanical inspector or
plan reviewer under Administrative Rules 408.30043 and 408.30049(6). Judicial review of this
decision may be pursued in accordance with the Administrative Procedures Act, 1969 PA 306,
MCL 24.201 et seq.

cc: BCC Licensing and Compliance Division
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Mr. Tyler & Ms. Josiline Bowdish c/o Mr. Aaron Phelps, Esq.
Varnum LLP

333 Bridge Street, N.W., Ste. 1700

Grand Rapids, MI 49504

FINAL DECISION OF THE CONSTRUCTION CODE COMMISSION

On April 14, 2021, the Construction Code Commission was presented with the Application for
Construction Code Appeal submitted by Mr. Aaron Phelps, Esq., Varnum LLP, on behalf of Tyler
and Josiline Bowdish over the issuance of a building permit for the property located at 3487 66"
Street in the Township of Saugatuck. The Bowdishes appealed the Township of Saugatuck
Construction Board of Appeals’ February 12, 2021 denial of their appeal to that Board. The
Commission acknowledged receipt of the appeal on April 14, 2021, reviewed the material
provided, and considered the matter at a public meeting on that date.

Mr. Phelps attended the meeting and spoke in support of the appeal. Mr. James Straub, attorney
for the Township of Saugatuck, attended the meeting and spoke in support of the Township of
Saugatuck Board of Appeals’ decision. The application and all supplemental materials were
reviewed by the Commission. This final decision is issued pursuant to Section 16 of 1972 PA 230,
MCL 125.1516.

Following discussion, a motion was made, supported, and passed to affirm the Township
of Saugatuck Board of Appeals’ February 12, 2021 decision, and therefore, deny the
Bowdishes’ appeal because the building permit application did not meet the requirements of
the Township of Saugatuck’s fire code which is an applicable law or ordinance under Section
11(1) of 1972 PA 230, MCL 125.1511(1).

THEREFORE, it is the final decision of the Construction Code Commission to affirm the
Township of Saugatuck Board of Appeals’ February 12, 2021 decision. A judicial review of this
decision may be pursued in accordance with Section 18 of 1972 PA 230, MCL 125.1518.

cc: Mr. Al Ellingsen, Township of Saugatuck Building Inspector
Township of Saugatuck Construction Board of Appeals
BCC Building and Permits Division
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